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Anextra half sheet, as supplementary to the 
last number, accompanies the present, We have 
commenced the debate in the senate on the Missou- 
ri question, and shall continue it soas to give a pret- 
ty full view of all that was said thereon in that body 


—leaving out of the speeches not published entire, | 


the points of argument necessarily discussed in 
those which, for especial reasons, we shall think it 
most agreeable to our readers to have inserted at 
length. 
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| Debute—continued from the supplement.) 
tude, without greatly lessening the productive 
labor of the country. But should they never be 
emancipated, it is unquestionably the duty of those 
who hold them in bondage, and of the nation 
which tolerates the act, to unite in the adoption 
of such measures asshali meliorate their condition, 
and render their servitude not more burdensome 
than that of the laboring class of any other sec- 
tion of the nation. The comforts and privileges 
of this people, being generally in an inverse ratio 
to the numbers placed on any one plantation, the 
wider their dispersion, the greater will be their 
comforts, and the less burdensome their servitude. 
If the voice of humanity, then, is to decide this ques- 
tion, it will be found against the restriction, as cut- 
ting off the only hope of eventual emancipation, 
while it lessens the comforts and increases the la- 
bors of the servitude which it renders inevitable. 

But, sir, there is yet another view in which this 
restriction is condemned by tke soundest policy. 
‘The union of these states is the foundation of our 
individual happiness and national prosperity. What- 
ever has a tendency, however remotely, to put at 
hazard this inestimable blessing, should exeite our 
warmest opposition. Butthe strength of this union 
must depend upon the sameness of the political in- 
stitutions, and the equality of the rights which are 
secured to the states that compose it. No confede- 
ration can long outlive the occasion which gave 
birth to it, unless it is the interest of all the parts to 
continue united. The Roman and Grecian confe- 
deracies, ,ormed for external defence, were power- 
ful for that purpose, while the causes which pro- 
duced them were in operation. But no sooner was 
the outward pressure withdrawn, by which, like a 
spell, their component parts had been bound toge- 
ther, than tie discordancy of their political mate- 
rials with which they were composed, began to ap- 
pear; and they became the unhappy victims of dis- 
union and civil war!’? 

He then argued on the importance of an equality 
of state righis, and endeavored to shew the conse- 
quences that must flow from a denial of them, and 
concluded as follows: 

“Impose this restriction, sir, and it will lead to 
others. Every interest in the nation, whenit shall 
become strong enough to pursue its favorite object, 
will plead this as a precedent, and, in the exercise 
of the power it may have acquired, will not hesi. | 
tate to exact such further conditions from the new 
states, as shali suit its purpose—until the states, 
hereafter to be admitted, will not be so much dis- 
tinguished by the dates of their admission, as the in- 
equality of the rights which they may be permitted 
to enjoy under the confederation. Under such a 

Vox. XVII. 29. 
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course of policy, Ido not say the union must in- 
evitably be dissolved. But i must be permitted te 
say, any union which can subsist under such circum- 
stances, will be scarcely werthy maintaining. The 
contemplated restriction, then, sir, is, in my humble 
view of the question, unauthorised by the constitu- 
tion; is in Contravention of the provisions of a so- 
lemu treaty; and opposed by the suggestions of 
gound policy. 

— MorriLt, of New Hampshire, succeeded in 
in favor of the motion in a speech of much length— 
occupying more than seven of the heavy columns 
of the National intelligencer—a part of his exordium 
was as follows: ] 7 

“Mr. President, when I cast my eye over this 
widely extended empire, and behold it still extend- 
ing; 1 enquire with deep solicitude, and inexpressi- 
ble anxiety, what will be the situation of my belov- 
ed country, a century, or half a ceatury to come? 
Will this growing republic rise like the cedar of 
Lebanoii, and flourish like the palm tree?—- Will its 
extensive branches and fragant leaves cheer and 
heal the innumerable inhabitants of this immense 
domain? Will its civil and religious liberties be 
preserved? Will its intellectual and moral improve- 
ments progressand keep pace with its rapid popu- 
lation, and increasing wealth? Sir, history furnish- 
es us no fact on which we can found thishope. Re- 
publics have risen and fallen—empires have been 
shaken, and kingdoms demolislied. But, sir, far 
my country, | would ardently desire a better fate— 
that she may convey to posterity her inestimable 
blessings, and thereby outlive the convulsions of 
nations. 

Mr. President, this may be the case; but to insure 
it, our government must be wisely administered— 
our liberties and morals preserved from contamina- 
tion, and the principles of the original compact, 
“the palladium of our rights,” kept sacred and en- 
tire. This will cement the bonds of affection, sus- 
tain the union, and give that energy to the govern- 
ment that the combined power and influence of tiie 
world will be unable to impair. But, sir, violate 
these, and this pdlitical fabric is racked to its centre. 
As an honorable gentlemen intimated, it may occa- 
sion a tremor in the west, agitation in the east, and 
convulsion in the centre, and chaos through the 
whole. 

Watch them with caution and vigilance, as this 
growing republic rises as the cedar, and soars as the 
eagle. 

Sir, we are as liberal and as accommodating as 
any people on earth; and we are as tenacious of our 
rights. Weknow how we obtained them, and we 
know how to preserve them. 

Mr. President, our forefathers quit the land of 
their nativity, the air which gave them birth, the as- 
sociates of their youth, that they might enjoy civil 
and religious liberty. These were more precious 
than the possession of wealth, and the society of 
friends in a land of intolerance. ‘They ploughed 
the mighty deep, they endured fatigue and danger 
and planted themselves on the inhosprtable shores 
of a savage land, and there they erected the stand- 
ard of liberty. ‘They were republicans in heart, 
pious in their profession, and virtuous in their prac- 





tice. But they were not beyond the reach of gp- 
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pression; the strong arm of power was extended| 
across the Atlantic. They felt their weakness and 
dependence; they saw the hand which had been. 
extended for their preservation and safety; they im- 
plored a divine benediction. Sir, the cause of this 
country was the cause of liberty, of truth, and of 
righteousness. A kind Providence interposed, and 
-we were strangely rescued froin the iron grasp of 
au unrelenting foe. 

Omnipotent was the power, and marvellous was 
the deliverance. 

Mr. President, independence was the high des- 


tiny of America; it was the decree of the Holy one; , 


its banner was unfurled, its enjoyments anticipated; 
liberty and equality had «free course,” and a con- 
stitution, the admiration of the world, the cread 
of tyrants, and the boast of freemen, grew out of 
the mighty conflict. This, sir, is the instrument 
which I have sworn to support; the polar star to 
direct my legislative course. Let no unhallowed 
touch profane the sacred ark of your liberties: pre- 
serve it inviolate, and its light, like the fiery pillar 
of captive Israel, wil conduct you safely through all 
the toils and perils of your political journey, cheer 
the desart of your western country, and cause the 
hearts of millionsto rejoice. Sir, this is the stand- 
ard around which we rally. Guard it with watch- 
fulness, and vou are safe; violate, or pervert it, and 
a train of evils, too dreadful to imagine wul be the 
probable result. Sir, do you demand proof of our 
patriotism, and attachment to our constitution and 
country? we point you to Bunker Hill, Bennington, 
Trenton, Princ@éton, and Monmouth. We havemet 
the power that spurned us, we took our lives in our 
hands, and faced the foe that bid us defiance. This 
was the day that tried men’s souls. We have la- 
vished our strength, our treasure, and our blood, in 
the first and second war, to sustain, triumphant, the 
ark of American liberty. Inthe namethen of our 
constitution, and your plighted faith, with conf- 
dence bordering on certainty, we approach an en- 
lightened, liberafand magnanimous legislature, and 
only ask the protection and preservation of our 
guaranteed privileges. Wedo not mean, sir, in the 
attitude of humble suppliants, to implore a favor 
for which we have no just claim; but to remind you 
of your solemn compact; eur mutual agreement. 
Sir, are pledges of oursincerity and integrity re- 
“quired? we present you the best securities of which 
a republic can boast—taith never violated, hearts 
never courrupted, valor never surpassed, and affec- 
tions cementccd to the government by ties of reci- 
proeal advantage. 


Mr. President, [ have-arrived at a point which I 
Jament I am compelled to disclose. It is my deli- 
berate opinion that the uncontrolled extension of 
involuntary servitude, will tend to impair all those 
virtuous qualities that I have named, which I deem 
the stamina, nerve, muscle, and hope of the na- 


tion. Alienation of affection, and discord are the 
ruin of acountry. “United we stand—divided we 
fall.” 


[He then quoted the several parts ofthe con- 
stitution and laws referring to the question before 
the senate—alluded powerfully to the fact that the 
_word “slaves” was not mentioned in the constitu- 
tion—proved that every state admitted into the uni- 
on from the time that Vermont was received, had 
been admitted with some specific conditions and re- 
strictions. With respect to Louisiana, he said, these 
conditions and restrictions—*‘contained some prin- 
ciples as repugnant to the original jurisprudence 





of the territory, at the time of its cession, as could 
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well be devised. And if congress did possess and 
exercise the power of imposing such conditions, 
what good reason can be assigned, why it may not 
require of Missouri, the condition proposed by the 
amendment now under discussion?” 


[Towards the close of his speech—he introduc” 
ed a variety of statistical facts to prove that the ex 
istence ofslavery retarded the progress of popula- 
tion and the march of power. He compared New 
Engiand with Virginia, of about the same extent, 
as to square miles, and settled at about the same 
time. The following abstract may shew the chief 


things he referred to. ‘ 
New England. Virginia. 

Militia 140,900 83,847 
Valuation (1798) 183,171,180 71,225,127 
Persons 1,471,973 974,622 slaves inc. 
Value of manufac- 

tures 36,074,171 11,447,605 

He said “to demonstrate the faet more clearly, 
that slavery impedes the progress of a white popu- 
lation, I will observe, that in New England tie in- 
crease in 20 years, isas 17 to 18. Include New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, 
and it is as99 to 100. In the slave holding states the 
increase of the free population, in the same period, 
is only as 12to 21. Had the latter states increased 
in the same ratio as the former, during the same 
time, there would have been an addition tothe 
white population of 800,000, and according to the 
same ratio, at this time, 1,200,000 more than there 
now are. 


“The free white persons, from 1790 to 1800, in- 
creased almost 36 1-3 per cent.; from 1800 to 1810, 
36 per cent., and from 1790 to 1810, 854 per cent.” 
All other free persons, except Indians not taxed, 
from $790 to 1810, the imcrease was still greater, in 
consequence of emancipation and runaway slaves, 
who pass for freemen. 


The free population from 1790 to 1800, increas- 
ed 57 1-5 per cent.; from 1800 to 1810, 36 3-4 per 
cent.; and from 1790 to 1810, 87 3-5 per cent. The 
slave population, from 1790 to 1800, increased 24 
4.5 per cent.; from 1800, to 1810, 35 4-5 per cent.; 
and from 1790 to 1810, 70 3-4 per cent. The com- 
bined free and slave population from 1790 to 1800, 
increased 35 3-5 per cent.; from 1800 to 1810, 36 
per cent.;andfrom 1790 to 1810, 84 3-5 per cent.” 
Thus, to take the whole free white inhabitants to- 
gether, the increase, is ratherin favor of the white 
population. In 1790, considerably more than one- 
fifth of the whole population were slaves; in 1800, 
a little more than one-fifth, and in 1810, a little less 
than one-fifth were slaves.” 

[He spoke also of the unequal representation 
caused by the slave population—he was for sup- 
porting it, in regard to the original territories, but 
would not extend it any further. There was space 
enough yet wherein slavery was tolerated—he 
spoke of the progress of population in Ohio, and, af- 
ter alluding to various laws, &c. and making an ex- 
tract from Jefferson’s notes on Virginia, concluded 
with saying— 

Mr. President, without any sinister motives, hope 
ef personal advantage, or any thing aside from the 
expanding glory of the beloved country which gave 
me birth--.as a citizen of a growing republic, whose 
rising prosperity is nearly allied to my heart; as 
philanthrophist and a Christian; as one called upon 
by my constituents, my country, and my God, I pre- 
sent you these my deliberate views of this momen- 
tous subject, with a solicitude for the result which 
could not be inspired on any ordinary occasion.”’ 
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{Mr. Wanker, of Georgia, next teok the floor, 
and delivered along speech; after some excellent 
introductory remarks, he said]— 

«I will proceed to an examination of the more im- 
portant arguments of honorable gentlemen, founded 
upon the celebrated ordinance of 1787, the consti- 
tution of the United States, and the treaty of ces- 
sion, And I flattermyself, [shall be able to estab- 
lish, as far as negative proof can possibly extend, that 
from neither of these fruitful sources, can be de- 
rived the authority to impose, the contemplated re- 
striction upon the good people of Missouri. 

In the investigation of this subject, therefore, I 
propose to shew—That the amendment offered by 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania is un- 
authorised by the ordinance of ’87: that itis unau- 
thorised by the constitution: and, that it is express- 
ly forbid by the terms of the treaty by which the 
territory in question has been acquired. 

The elucidation of this subject must necessarily 
be somewhat dry and uninteresting: for in the de- 
velopement of constitutional principles, we are not 
permitted to wander in the wide fields of rhetoric, 
to gather flowers wherewith to decorate our path. 

I will, inthe first place, call the attention of the se- 
nate tothe ordinance of ’87, whichhas been so em- 
phatically stiled, by the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the immortal ordinance. 

A brief history of the circumstances which led to, 
and were attendant upon, the passage and adoption 
of this ordinance, will, I trust, justify the opimon I 
have formed, that it is an instrument not entitled 
to the highcommendation which has been bestowed 
upon it. 

In the year 1780, congress recommended to the 
states having claims to waste and unappropriated 
Jands in the western country, a liberal cession to 
the United States of a portion of their respective 
claims, for the common benelit; the territory to be 
thus ceded, to be formed into distinct republican 
states, having the same rights of sovereignty, free- 
dom, and independence, with other stutes. 

In 1781 the state of New York limited and defined 
her western boundary, and ceded and relinquished 
to such states us then were, or should thereafter be- 
come parties to the articles of confederation, all her 
right, title, and claim to lands and territories to the 
northward and westward of the boundary thus limit- 
ed and defined. 

In 1784 Virginia cededto the United States her 
claim to the territory north-west of the river Ohio. 

In 1785 Massachusetts ceded and relinquished all 
claim to the territory within her charter, west of a 
particular line mentioned in her deed of cession. 

In 1786, Connecticut ceded her claim to the ter- 
ritory called the Western Reserve. 

it must be remarked, Mr. President, that not one 
of these deeds of cession contained a proviso or 
condition that slavery should be inhibited in the ter- 
ritory thus transferred to the U. States. 

The praise, therefore, which the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, bestowed upon Virginia 
for her philanthrophy in interdicting slavery in the 
territory northwest of the river Ohio, was altoge- 
ther undeserved. 

1787 congress passed the celebrated ordinance 
about which so much has been said. This ordi- 
nance is entitled, «An ordinance for the govern- 
ment of the territory of the United States, north- 
west of the river Ohio;’? and, among other things, 
ordains and declares certain articles ef compact be- 
tween the original states, and the people and states 
of the said territory, are forever to remain unaltera- 


bic, except by conimon consent: The sixth of which 
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articles of compact declares, «That there shall be 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in the said 
territory, otherwise than in the punishment of 
crimes.” In 1788 Virginia ratified the 5th of these 
articles of compact contained in the ordinance of ’87; 
but said nothing about any of the other articles. 

In August, 1789, the form of government having 
been altered, and the articles of confederation hav- 
ing been exchanged for our present constitution, 
congress passed, a law, adapting the ordinance of 
’87 to the new government. 

Having thus, sir, in a very cursory manner, ad- 
verted to the different deeds of cession, and the 
acts of congress, in relation to the territory so ceded, 
I will proceed, ina still more cursory manner, to 
state some of the reasons which have produced a 
conviction upon my mind, that the 6th section of 
this immortal ordinance, upon which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania relies as his authority to impcse 
the contemplated restriction upon the state_of Mis- 
souri, cannot, and will not, support the mighty fabric 
which has been attempted te be reared upon it. I 
contend that the 6th section was unauthorised by 
the deeds of cession by which congress acquired 
the territory, for the government of which the ordi- 
nance was passed; these deeds having embraced no 
condition or stipulation to that ettect, and not hav- 
ing transferred to congress any power for that pur- 
pose. 

it was unauthorised by the articles of confedera- 
tion, no power to pass any such restriction having 
been delegated to congress by that instrument: and 
all powers not expressly delegated, being retained 
to the people. The passing of this restriction, 
therefore, was in derogation of the rights of the peo- 
ple soretained. But, by way of rendering this part 
of the ordinance more acceptablg, it has been called 
a compact and agreement. A strange compact and 
agreement, indeed! I had always supposed that it 
required at least two parties to enter into a compact 
oragreement. But in the instance under conside- 
ration, there seems to have been but one party. It 
was acompact and agreement made between con- 
gress and themselves, no other party cousenting, or 
being even consulted in relation to the subject mat- 
ter of this important restriction; a restriction made 
without authority, and one violatory of the equal 
rights of the people of this country.” 

“{ cannot but remark, sir, to whet lengths argu- 
ments might be carried, predicated upon the sup- 
position of the existence of the power, on the part 
ef congress, to impose conditions and restrictions. 

if you have the authority to impose the one now 

sought to be imposed, may you not impose any 
other? if you have a right to inhibit the introduc- 
tion of slaves into the new state, you have a right 
to inhibit the introduction of any other species of 
property. And you may go a step further, and 
prescribe the manner in which the soil shall be 
cultivated. In fine, there isno restriction er condi- 
tion whatever, which may not, with equal propriety, 
be imposed. 
Have honorable gentlemen refiected,that, if we 
‘have a right to inhibit slavery, by a parity of reason- 
ling, we have aright to impose it. How would the 
i good people of the district of Maine, who are now 
applying for admission into the union as an inde- 
pendent state, feel, if congress were to make ita 
condition of their admission, thatslavery should be 
there tolerated, and persons’ migrating thither 
:might carry with them their slaves, and exercise 
lall the acts of ownership over them, which they 
‘were wont to do in the state from whence they 
migrated 
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I imagine, sir, that the people of Maine would; must he be, who does not dread the bursting of th 
begin to enquire from whence congress derived the | storm. ; 


power to impose such a condition. ‘they would 
be desirous of knowing, sir, from what article or 
section of the constitution, congress derived the 
power to interfere with the internal affairs and 
police of their state. And I much question, sir, 
whether we could take shelter under the wings of 
the constitution, from the imputation which would 
be cast upon us, of an assumption of unauthorised 
power.” 

[the treaty of cession was next alluded to, and 
the proceedings under it examined; and Mr. Wal- 
ker saidj— 

“But, admitting, sir, that we possessed the right 
to impose the restriction now sought to be imposed 
upon Missouri, would it comport with the magnani- 
mity of congress to impose it? And is not the poli- 
cy of doing so at least questionable? I would ask, 
sit, who are to be benefitted by it? ‘thefree people 
of Missouri, ‘They tell you that you mistake their 
true interest, ifyou suppose you are doing them a 
service by thismeans. It is for the benefit of the 
free population of the slave holding states? They 
beg you not to be concerned on there account, they 
de not consider such restriction at all necessary, 
ror can they perceive that their happiness will be 
promoted by such a measure. ’Tis the slaves, then 
whose condition is to be ameliorated by the imposi- 
tion of such restriction. ‘the principles of humani- 
ty and benevolence are to be promoted by the mea- 
sure. Are we certain of this? Will the confinement 
of the slaves within circumscribed and narrow li- 
mits have a tendency to increase their comforts and 
promote their happiness? Is not the experiment a 
doubtful and somewhat dangerous one? May we 
net deteriorate the condition ofthe whites in a grea- 
ter degree than we shall ameliorate that of the 
biacks? Ll presume, sir, the greatest philanthropist 
among us would, at least, doubt upon the subject. 
A question then, of such doubtful policy ought to 
be abandoned. Lam at aloss even to conjecture 
what difference it cam make on the seore of huma- 
nity and benevolence, whether the same person is 
held to service in Georgia or Missouri. It is not 
contemplated by tuose who oppose the amendment 
on your table toincrease the number ofslaves. It 
is not contemplated to rivet the chains of slavery 
around the neck ofa single individual who is now 
free, orto bring any slaves into this country from 
foreign states. They desire, however, that the 
states should be left iree to regulatethe intercourse 
among themselves in relation to this species of 
property, already among them. I think every prin- 
ciple of policy forbidsthe interference, on the part 
of congress, with the internal police of the states. 
Collisions between the states and the federal go- 
vernment might be productive of the most unhappy 
consequences—such as no patriot would be willing 
‘to see, and which, lam sure, the honorable gentle- 
«men who advocate the proposed amendment would 
deprecate as much as any other members of thisas- 
sembly.” 

Mr. Walker concluded as follows— 

Mr. President, unless these men [the people of 
Missouri] are composed of different materials from 


that the impositien of restrictions, or the refusal to 
admit them unconditionally into the union, will ex- 
elite a tempest whiose fury will not be easily allayed. 
t: isperhaps wrong to predict or anticipate evil, 
bat he must be badly acquainted with the signs of 
ihe times, who does not perceive a storm portend- 





ins; andcallous toall the finer feelings of nature | 
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“Mr. President, I cannot but imagine to myself in- 
testine feuds, civil wars, and all the black cata- 
logue of evils consequent upon sucha state of things. 
I behold the father armed against the son, and the 
son againt the father.—I perceive a brother’s sword 
crimsoned with a brother’s bload. I perceive eur 
houses wrapt in flames, and our wives and infant 
children driven from their homes, forced to submit 
tothe pelting of the pitiless storm, with no other 
shelter but the canopy of heaven, with nothing to 
sustain them but the cold charity of an unfeeling 
world. Itrust in God,that this creature of the 
imagination may never be realized. But if congress 
persist in the determination to impose the restric- 
tion contemplated, I fear there is too mttch cause to 
apprehend, that censequences fatal to the peace 
and harmony of this union will be the inevitable re- 
sult. 

{[Mr. Metisn, of Massachusetts followed, at con- 
siderable length—after proceeding some time he 
said] —**We are told, sir, that, in relation to the sub- 
ject before us, an unusual and alarming degree of 
excitement exists in the public mind; that the com- 
munity isin a state of threatening agitation; and we 
have been repeatedly admonished, and in very intel- 
ligible terms too, to extend our view to consequen- 
ces. Withvut at present considering those conse- 
quences which have been named, permit cme, Mr. 
President, to enquire, “in what this excitement con- 
sists’? and what are the proofs of it? L believe there 
is an opinion on this interesting subject; an opinion 
deep and strong, and expressed in various places 
and on various occasions, in emphatic language, but 
in amanner as calm as it is firm. 

Among the friends of the proposed restriction, I 
have never heard of any other excitement. Surely it 
does not appear within these walls; nothing can be 
more cool and dispassionate than our discussion, thus 
far; no other warmth is displayed than that which is 
naturally produced by intellectual exertion. Sir, if 
the agitayions of the community could be heard from 
our windows, they ought not to disturb the calm of 
this hallowed hall of legislation, or produce an undue 
effect upon our deliberations. But, sir, if we look a- 
broad, do we see any thing more than the excite- 
ment which I have described? It is true, there is a 
lamented difierence of opinion on this important 
question—the further extension of slavery. <A por- 
tion of the community believe that congress have 
no constitutional authority to interdict this extension 
of slavery in the new statesto be formed west of the 
Mississippi; and that if they had, it would be un- 
wise and unjust to exercise the authority. Another 
portion of the community firmly believe that con- 
gress do possess this authority, and that they are un- 
der the obligations of duty to exercise it; and that its 
exercise would produce lasting and extensive bles- 
sings. ‘This opinion, t have before observed, is deep 
and strong; but the only proof of it is contained in 
arguments and statements which have issued from 
the press, or in the language of respectful resolutions 
or memorials, which have been transmitted to us for 
our consideration, expressive of the opinions of le- 
gislatures or large and respectable bodies of our fel- 
low-citizens. If any other proof of unusual and a- 
larming excitement can be found, it is not among 
those who advocate the proposed amendment. Why, 
then, Mr. President, is the question to be pre judiced 
by allusions to circumstances which have no exist- 
ence but in imagination; and why should there be 
an attempt to divert us from our object, by these 
collateral considerations? But, sir, we have beena- 
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gain and again cautioned, in the language of terrify- 
ing prophecy, to pause and consider before it may 
be too late. We are told, that if the friends of the 
amendment should obtain their object, and succeed 
in excluding slavery from Missouri,.and in maintain- 
ing 2 principle that will exclude it from the exten- 
sive territory beyond the Mississippi, sectional jeal- 
ousies and animosities will be the immediate conse- 
quence; the harmony of our great and happy family 
will be destroyed:~- commotion and civil war may 
next present their horrors, and a dissolution of the 
union may be the fatal result. This, to be sure, isa 
dreadful catalogue ofevils; the prospect is dark and 
melancholy. But, Mr. President, I believe better 
things of my fellow-citizens. I have better hopes 
and brighter views: the bands which unite us are 
not so easily to be broken; we area great, prosper- 
ous and happy people: heaven has showered upon 
1is ten thousand blessings, which demand our grate- 
ful acknowledgments. We are becoming more assi- 
milated ag our intercourse increases; our social at- 
tachments are daily strengthened as our commercial 
connections are multiplied. And shall all these bles- 
sings be put in jeopardy, or destroyed; and ail these 
hopes and promises of our country be thrown away, 
because congress may feel it their duty to cherish 
the spirit of liberty in its best estate, in Missouri, and 
exclude from thence a principle which would impair 
her health and beauty? No, sir, I can never dream 
of such consequences as these, in this land of good 
feeling and good sense. We must decide the ques- 
tion before us, one way or the other, as our sense of 
duty may direct; and it isto be presumed that, in 
this case as well asin all others, our habitual respect 
for the laws and the principles by which our rights 
are secured, will lead all to a ready acquiescence in 
the decision which may be made. On this occasion, 
we cannot pursue a safer course than to act under 
the influence and guidance ofthat excellent rule— 
«Po right and let heaven answer for the rest.” 
(Referring to that part of the constitution which 
grants the power to congress to regulate “impor- 
tation and migration’”—he observed] ‘There 
seems to be nothing equivocal in the meaning of the 
term “importation.” ‘To the honor of the U. States, 
congress, as soon as their authority commenced, pro- 
ceeded to enact Jaws to prevent this importation. 
But, itis urged, that the word “migration,” is either 
synonymous with “importation,” or else that it was 
used by the framers of the constitution to mean the 
introduction of slaves, by land, from the territories 
belonging to a foreign power. Without attempting 
to be over-critical, I] consider the term “migration” 
to signify a removal from place to place; but it is not 
readily perceived by what authority such removal 
must necessarily be from a place in a foreign territo- 
ry to a place in the United States. In the connec- 
tion in which it stands, it seems to indicate a removal 
from one state to another: because mention is made of 
the consent of the state to which such migration is in- 
tended. Another reason for this construction, is de- 
rived from this consideration, viz. that the word “im- 
portation” is appropriate to an introduction by land as 
well as by water; this will appear evident, by a recur- 
rence to several acts of congress passed during the 
continuance of our restrictive system, prohibiting 
importation of English merchandize. It would seem, 
therefore, that congress are at liberty to prevent the 
migration of slaves, by virtue of the two clauses of 
the constitution before recited, into Missouri, wheth- 
er asaterritory ora state. ‘lo shew that this con- 
-clusion is not drawn without authority, I beg leave to 
-refer the Senate to the act of congress establishing 


after the cession of Louisiana. In this act wé have a 
legislative construction of the word “migration,” in 
that clause of the act which prohibits the introduc- 
tion of any slaves “into the territory, from any place 
in the United States, except by a citizen removing 
into the territory for actual settlement, and being, at 
the time of such removal, the bona fide owner of such 
slaves.” Here, in certain circumstances, “migra- 
tion” is expressly forbidden. And, until very lateé- 
ly, the power of congress to pass such a law, has not 
been questioned. Still, sir, 1 place less reliance on 
the foregoing construction, than on some other pro- 
visions of the constitution, which I shall presently 
examine.” 

[On the authority given to Congress to admit new 
states, Mr. Mellen said]-— “But, sir, it is said that the 
congress have the power to postpone or refuse the 
admission of a state into the union; yet, -when they 
do admit one they cannot constitutionally annex any 
condition tosuch admission. I cannot accede to this 
proposition: Practice and principle both seem to me 
to contradict it. Look sir, to the law admitting the 
state of Louisiana i::to the union: Several important 
conditions are inserted in it, to be performed on the 
part of the state. The trial by jury issecured; the 
benefit of the habeas corpus; the records of a public 


{nature are required to be kept in the English lan- 


guage; andsome other terms of equal importance, 
which are not now distinctly recollected. And yet 
until this Missouri question (as by way of eminence 
itis called,) was agitated, the power of congress to 
annex the abovementioned conditions was never 
questioned fora moment. But, sir, let us go furth- 
er, and look at this very Missouri bill, which has been 
reported by way of asecond section to theMaine bill; 
why, sir, itis full of propositions, and terms, and 
conditions; and now, because one more is proposed, 
we are met with the objection that congress have no 
power to annex or propose any. 

I am not able to understand this inconsistency. 
Let us look at this objection in another form. Sup- 
pose that the present bill should pass without any 
interdiction of slavery, and at the next session Mis- 
souri should come forward with the constitution she 
had formed, and congress, upon examining the con- 
stitution, should refuse to admit the state into the 
union, because it contained no such interdiction. 
Now, it is admitted on the other side, that congress 
may refuse absolutely, but it is denied that they can 
admit conditionally. 

{He then went on to shew that the act of admission 
was a compact, and that the parties might make con- 
ditions, &c. He noticed the treaty of cession, and 
argued against the propriety of extending an ac 
knowledged public evi]. Congress had interfered 
te prohibit the slave trade—he wished to act consis- 
tently; and concluded as follows:}]— 

“In virtue of the ordinance of 1787, as I before ob- 
served, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, were admitted in- 
to the union, under an interdiction of slavery. ‘“hose 
states are fast rising into importance—peopled by 
hardy freemen—conscious of their situation, and con- 
gratulating themselves in being happily exempted 
from the operation of a principle which might cs- 
sen‘ially impair their strength, and diminish their 
comforts. 

} doubt not, sir, that if the people of those states 
were now to speak to us their opinions and feelings, 
they would add strength to the arguments which I 
have been urging. J go further—1I have no question 
that if the proposed amendment should be adopted, 
and Missouri commence hercareer of independence, 
under an inhihition of further slavery, within ten years 





a government for the Orleans territory, passed soon 





from this time, her people will rejoice in a retro- 











<~ 


> 


_ 


—- ps 





4i4 


NILES’ REGISTER.---FEBRUARY 





12, 1820---MISSOURI QUESTION. 





> 





spective view of the dangers they had escaped—and 
louk forward with pride and confidence in the con- 
sciousness of their increasing prosperity. Nay, sir, 
J go further still—1 believe that the millions who 
may hereafter inhabit our western region, extending 
to the Pacific Ocean, will feel and enjoy the same 
benign effects in their social and political relations, 


and that they, and successive generations after them, 


«will rise up and call us blessed.” 

[Mr. Leake, of Mississippi, after some introduc- 
tory matter, saidj— 

«We have been told by some honorable gentle- 
men, that the power to impose this restriction is 
derived from the first clause of the 3d section of the 
4th article of the constitution of the United States 
«New states may be admitted by the cengress into 
this union; &c.” that, as we may admit them, we 
may also refuse to admit them, unless they will 
submit to such terms as we may, inthe exercise of 
our discretion, think proper to impose. Sir, said 
Mr. L,I had always supposed that in the exercise 
of this power, to “admit new states into this union.” 
it was only necessary to enquire, first, what are the 
claims which the people who petition to be thus ad- 
mitted, have on the congress for such admission? 
Whether their numbers, their increasing popula- 
tion, and the extent of territory which they inhabit, 
will justify their admission’ If inall these respects 
you find them duly qualified, and you should deem 
it expedient to admit them; then the next enquiry 
is, what is a state within the meaning of the consti- 
tution «f the United States? I need not tell the 
senate, said Mr. L. that states in different parts of 
the world mean different things; we all know that 
a state, separate and unconnected with any ,other 
state, means a sovereign independent power pos- 
sessing absolute, unconditional, and unlimited au- 
thority, and according to the distribution of that 
power is the character of the state known. If 
the whole is lodged in a single individual, it is 
then an absolute despotism; if it be divided in- 
to different branches, and the authority divided 
between them, it is a limited government; and 
whether it is a limited monarchy, or a republic, 
will depend upon the duration in office, the mode 
of coming into office, and the source from whence 
the power emanates.—And when a number of sove- 
reign states connect themselves together in a con- 
federacy, and by their compact yield to their federal 
government a portion of their sovereignty, in order 
that that government may be enabled to protect the 
confederation, those states then become limited 
sovereignties, and that pertion of sovexeign power 
which each state has a right te exercise, depends 
upon the powers they have delegated to the fede- 
ral government by their compact, and upon the re- 
straints which they have submitted to have imposed 

“upon them by it. 

Such are these United States, and such must be 
the condition of the new states which may be “ad- 
mitted by the congress into this union.” 

{He therein alluded to the 10th section of the 
Ist article of the constitution, in which restraints are 
imposed on the states—-and after going through, 
them observed, | 

“Thus we see that although the states in this 

- union have yielded up a great and very important 
portian of their. sovereignty, yet they have not 
yielded up the right to make their own local and 
municipal regulations, and they still possess the 
right to regulate their own property as well as that 
of their own citizens; for, by the 10th article of the 
amendments of the constitution, it is provided that 


“the powers not delegated to the United States by: 


— 


the constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, 
are reserved to the states respectively, or to the 
people.” : 

{He next alluded to the treaty of cession, spoke 
of the words “importation and migration,” asused in 
the constitution, &c. He admitted that the bill 
before the senate contained restrictions, but said 
they were constitutional—that what was proposed 
was not warranted by it—he concluded by saying: ] 

“It could easily be shown that none of the states 
heretofore admitted into this union have been re. 
stricted, with respect to slavery; that that subject 
had been decided by the majorities of the conven- 
tions of those states; and that the constitutions of 
the states which have already been admitted, are, 
in many important respects,totally inconsistent with 
the ordinance of 1787; but I shall content myself by 
leaving that subject to others.” 

Mr. Lownrz, of Pennsylvania, succeeded (on 
the 20th of Jan.) and observed] “that so much had 
been said, and so much had been written, on this 
subject, it was extremely difficult to say any thing 
further, that would have any claim to originality; 
that it was almost impossible to support an argu- 
ment on either side, without repeating some things 
which had already been said. ‘This he would en- 
deavor to avoid, and, as the senate must be, in some 
measure, weary of the debate, be would treat the 
question with all the brevity of which he was cap- 
pable. 

In this discussion, it is impossible not to advert 
to the following maxims, which may properly be 
called first principles: 

«sWe hold these truths to be self-evident, that all 
men are created equal; that they are endowed by 
their creator with certain unalienable rights; that 
amongst these are, life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness.” 

‘He that made the world, and all thingstherein, 
hath made of one blood all the nations of man.” 

There is no excuse for hereditary slavery, ex- 
cept self-preservation—beyond this it dwindles in- 
to mere farce. 

It isnot among the natural rights of man to en- 
slave his fellow man. 

Slavery is of such a nature, it must take its rise 
from positive law. 

These principles, as abstract truths, are not gen- 
erally denied, How far they have a bearing on this 
subject, is a question I will not, said Mr, L, at this 
moment, take up. I now merely bring them into 
view; I will advert to them in another part of this ar- 
gument, 

The first question which meets us atthe threshold 
is—have congress the right to propose to the state 
of Missouri the restriction contained in the amend- 
ment? Before disposing of this enquiry, permit me 
to say a word on state sovereignties. I, for one, Mr, 
President, cherish the idea, believing that our polit- 
ical salvation depends upon it; that a consolidation 
of this extended empire must end in the worst kind 
of despotism. 

The people of the United States, in forming a 
government for themselves, established a complex 
system. The government of the union flows as di- 
rectly from the people, as does the government of 
any of the states. The circumstance that the dele- 
gates who formed the present constitution, were 
appointed by the state legislatures, does not detract 
from this idea; because the instrument was after- 
wardssubmitted to the people, and had it not been 
approved by them, it would have had no more au- 
thority than the sweeping of your floor. The gov- 
ernment of the United States, though limited in 
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its powers, is supreme within the proper sphere of 
itsaction. The respective governments of the U. 
States and of the several states are sovereigns with- 
in their proper spheres, and no further. Hence it 
follows, also, that the right to admit new states, be- 
ing within the sphere of the general government, 
is aright which, to that government, is perfect. 
Every gentleman who hears me,knows that these are 
not new principles; that they have been laid down 
and acted on by,some of our ablest and wisest states- 
men. ' 

In the constitution it is provided that, «the mi- 
gration or importation of such persons as any of the 
states now existing, shall think proper to admit, 
shall not be prombited by the congress prior to the 
year 1808, but a tax,” &c. In this debate it seems 
generally to be admitted, by gentlemen on the op- 
posite side, that these two words are not synoni- 
mous; but what their meaning is, they are not so 
well agreed. One gentleman tells us, it was intend- 
ed to prevent slaves from being brought in by land; 
another gentleman says, it was intended to restrain 
congress from interfering with emigration from 
Europe. 

fuese constructions cannot both beright. The 
gentlemen who have preceded me on the same side 
have advanced a number of pertinent arguments to 
settle the proper meaning’of these words. I, sir, 
shall not repeat them. Indeed, to me, there is 
nothing more dry oruninteresting, than discussion 
to explain the meaning of single words. In the 
present case, I will only refer to the authority of 
Mr. Madison and judge Wilson, who were both 
members of the convention, and who gave their 
construction tothese words, long before this ques- 
tion was agitated, Mr. Madison observes, that 
to say this clause was intended to prevent emigra- 
tion, does not deserve answer. And judge Wilson 
Says, expressly, it was intended to place the new 
States underthe control of congress, as to the in- 
troduction of slaves. The opinion of the latter 
gentleman is entitled to peculiar weight. After 
the convention had labored for weeks on the sub- 
ject of representation and direct taxes—when those 
great men were like to separate without obtaining 
their object, judge Wilson submitted the provision 
on this subject, which now stands as a part of your 
constitution. Sir, there was no man, from any part 
of the nation, who understood the system of our 
government better than him; not even excepting 
in Virginia, from whence, the gentleman fromGeor- 
gia (Mr. Walker) tells us, we have all our great 
men. But, sir, for all the purposes of my argu- 
ment, I consider this provision of the constjtution as 
an outpost; and,as Ido not intend to rely upon it 
gentlemen may have it asa tree gift, ‘ 

‘Vermont was not like any of the other states, Her 
history is briefly this:—The territory was claimed 

h by New York and New Hampshire. In 1761 
~——2, New Hampshire granted 138 townships west 
of the Connecticut river. New York became alarm- 
ed at this proceeding, applied for the territory to 
the British government, and obtained a decision in 
her favor. She then endeavored te dispossess the 

Settlers who claimed under the New Hampshire 
grants. But her authority was resisted on the part 
of Vermont, and for twenty-six years this new state 
maintained her ground. In this contest, the old 
Congress pursued an undecided course. In the 
mean time, Vermont declared itself independent 
and so continued till the year 1789, when commis- 
sloners were anpointed by this state and by New 
York, who finally agreed, that Vermont shouls be 


related to her boundaries, and the other required 
the payment of $30,000 to New York within four 
yearsfrom that period. 

(He then next considered the expediency of the 
restriction, and said, ]*It has not been pretended, it: - 
cannot be pretended, that the toleration of slavery 
is necessary for the self- preservation of the people 
of Missouri. This being the case, the first princt- 
plesI have already brought into view bear with 
their undivided weight‘upon the question, Then 
gentlemen tells us that slavery is an evil—on this 
floor they have lamented its existence; and yet, 
strange as it may seem, they, almost in the same 
breath, contend for the expediency of extending 
this evil to the peaceful region west of the Missis- 
sippi!”’ , 

{ After which he proceeded to elucidate the prin- 
ciple, that population always presses upon pro- 
duction, to shew that by extending the range in 
which slavery might be allowed, the number of 
slaves would be increased—that where there wasa 
market for slaves, slaves would be introduced, &c. 
He concluded as follows:] 

“I will not, sir, said Mr. L. pursue the argument 
on this subiect any farther; but, before I sit down, 
permit me to.advert to seme expressions which 
have fallen from gentlemen in this debate. The 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Barbour,) the other 
day told us, that this subject would be an ignited 
spark, which, communicated to an immense mass 
of combustion, will produce an explosion that will 
shake this union toits centre. ‘The gentlemaa from 
Georgia (Mr. Walker,) tells us, that he thinks he 
hears the thunders roll, he sees the father arrayed 
against the son, and the brother drawing the bloody 
sword from the bosom of the brother! Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will not now detain the senate, by enquiring . 
in which of the states these combustible materials 
are, or by pointing out the field on which the bat- 
tle will be fought. Before that bill leaves your ta- 
ble, if no other gentleman takes up this part of the 
subject, I may perhaps take the liberty of looking 
at ita little more in detail; not, sir, as a member 
from Pennsylvania, but as one of the representa- 
tives of the United States. At present, however, I 
will only observe, that I also believe with those 
gentlemen, that we are drawing towards a very se- 
rious Crisis; to save us from which, all the wisdom 
of the present congress, as wellas the blessing of 
the Almighty, willbe necessary. But, sir, if the al- 
ternative be, as the gentlemen thus broadly int)- 
mate, a dissolution of this union, or the extension of 
slavery over this whole western country; I, fer one, 
will choose the former. I do not say this lightly; Iam 
aware that the idea isa dreadful one. The choice 
is a dreadful one. Ejther side of the alternative 
fills my mind with horror. I have not however, yet 
despaired of the republic. And, unless the melan- 
cholv result convinces me to the contrary, I must 
still believe, that we are able to dispose of this dis- 
tracting question, so as to satisfy the reasonable ex- 
pectations of the people of the U. States.” 


—_ —- —— _——— 











AN OFFERING OF THANKS. The late unprecedent. 
ed increase made to the subscription list of the 
Recisten, well deserves a grateful expression of 
the thanks of its editor, and he will do all that he 
can to deserve it. A belief may now be expressed 
that this paper is more extensively read than any 
other pr nte.lin the United States, and copies of it 
find the'r way to most parts of the world in which 
our language is known. A fearful responsibility is 
hence incurred, and a devout wish excited to bring 
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ous language of a Pazne, the elegant simplicity of 


a Madison—but “the will must be taken for the 
deed,” and he must get along with his own home- 
ly stile and mechanical manner as well as he can— 
tor such aids are not to be expected. 

Two numbers more will complete the present 
volume; and, as it is always proper to begin at the 
commencement of one, a prospectus will be en- 
closed in the next number, that those zealous to 
encourage the further circulation of the ReeisTer 
may have an opportunity to do so, and enable the 
editor, during the session of congress or at other 
tumes when there is a pressure of matter, to in- 
dulge the disposition which he has to issue gratui- 
tous supplements. This might be accomplished to 
a considerable extent now, if the difficulties and 
delays ot recovering his dues were less—but none 
except a printer can know the “miseries” of a 
printer, in a time like the present. 

2 very important fact. We tind the following 
creeping through the newspapers, as though it was 
an unimportant affair, and without knowing the au- 
thority from whence it is derived — 

‘Out of 32,000 packages of dry goods imported 
Jast year into New York, only 8000 were owned by 
American houses.” 

Out of seeming evil good cometh —The following is 
an extract from a letter addressed to me by a gen- 
tleman of great respectability in North Carolina; for 
which I beg leave to thank him, on account of the 
knowledge of useful facts that it enables me to con- 
vey.to my readers—for myself, feeling fully justi- 
fied that in the paragraph quoted, I did not intend 
to convey any thing more than the idea that an 
individual member of the legislature of that state 
held such and such opinions—because with us, as I 
understand the matter, the presentation of a bill, 
without its being said that “leave was granted,” or 
as from a committee raised for the purpose, has no- 
thing to do with the character of the body to whom 
jt was presented, further than it may be implicated 
by the conduct or opinions of the person present- 
ing it; and it is probable that the reason why it was 
not said Mr. Jeffreys’ bill was rejected, must have 
been on account of the singular fact in the legisla- 
tion of North Caralina which is stated, to wit—that 
a bill presented in one house, passes into the other to 
be there acted upon, without remark in the house 
4n which it originates, This practice, if my inform- 
ant is correct, is unique, 1 believe—at least, I ne- 
ver heard of any thing like it before, 

it is pleasing however, to learn that the senate 
unanimously rejected the bill, and that the people 
ot North Carolina would “abhor such a law.” I have 
only to add, that seyeral gentlemen of the highest 
standing in this state honor me with their corres- 
pondence, and there is no quarterfrom whence I re- 
ceive letters more congenial to my own opinions of 
things, or with which [am more flattered. One 
of these, indeed, has been pleased to call me the 
«friend of North Carolina,” and to say, that I had 
done more than any other person to give a fair re- 
presentation of her character to the people of the 
United States, The latter may be the fact—simply 
becanse Ihave for many vears endeavored to regard 
every section of the republic as my country, 

- Extract. sn your Register, No. 20. Vol. V. you 


have,—“.Vorth Carolina,—In the journal of the pro- 
ceedings of the legislature of North Carolina, now 
sitting, is the following: 

“Mr, Jeffreys presented a bill to prevent persons 
teaching slaves to read and write—the use of figures 
excepted, 


Read tbe first time and sent to the se- 


‘In this you give thetruth, but not the whole 
truth, and youare well aware, Mr. Niles, how pre- 
judicial it may prove to a state ora people, te tell 
the truth partially on them, or to tell a story in 
part and not give the whole of it. 

‘‘The truth is, sucha bill as above stated was pre- 
sented by said Jeffreys in the heuse of commons, 
and there read, and after the first reading, which 
is never objected to in the house where the bill 
originates, it wassent to the senate. But mark the 
result there: it was rejected in the senate unanimous- 
ly on its first reading. 

‘As it is stated in the Register, it may be inferred 
that it had the approbation of the citizens of North 
Carolina; whereas it is quite to the contrary. The 
citizens of this state in general, would abhorsuch a 
law, and there is perhaps not one ina thousand that 
approve of it. Enquiry is made after the members 
who were in favor of the plan, and they will surely 
be left out of the next legislature.” 

VIRGINIA RESOLUTIONS—et cetera. The preamble 
and resolutions, inserted as the act of the house of 
delegates of Virginia in page 343, which were inad- 
vertently considered as an act of the legislature, in 
an editorial article of the 29th ult. being presented 
to the senate of that state, were laid aside and a 
substitute fer them introduced, which, after various 
modifications, has passed both houses and is the act 
of Virginia. 

The argument which precedes the resolutions oc- 
cupies nearly six eolumns and an half of the “En- 
quirer;” and, if we had not promised to give up 
much room to the debate in congress on the «*Mis- 
souri question,” itis probable that this paper would 
have been promptly inserted by us. It is creditable 
to the talents even of Virginia, and its manner is 
such as to command the respect of all who desire to 
ascertain truth—the reverse of the resolutions that 
passed the house of delegates, which were repre- 
hended by every considerate man in the United 
States. The report concludes as follows: 
“Entertaining these views of the obligation of 
the treaty, the principles of the constitution, and 
the character of the proposed measure,—believing 
that the adoption of this measure would be an act 
of oppression to the people of Missouri, a breach of 
public faith, and a Cangerous infraction of the con- 
stitution, ~believing moreover, that itis eminently 
calculated to blow the angriest passions, to excite’ 
bitterness, jealousy and distrust among the states, 
to extinguish that spirit of concession, and destroy 
that mutual forbearance and fraternal affection, 
which founded and have sustained our confederacv 
—sincerely attached to the union of these states, 
and the constitution which binds them together,— 
and anxious to avert the evils which threaten,—the 
general assembly has felt itself imperiously called 
upon to avow its opinions and endeavor to give them 
effect. Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the general as- 
sembly of Virginia, the people of Missouri have a 
right to demand,upon the faith of the treaty of 1803, 
that they shall be admitted into the union, upon 
terms of equality with the other states. 

That the congress of the United States have no 
right to impose upon the people of Missouri, asa 
condition of theiradmission inte the union, the re- 
striction which has been proposed in congress, or 
any other restriction, not necessary to guarantee a 
republican form of government. 

Resolved, Vhat the senators from this state in the 
congress of the United States be instructed, and 
the representatives requested, to use their best ef- 
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forts in procuring the admission of the state of Mis- 
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souri into the union, upon the principles contained }. 


inthe foregoing resolutions, and in resisting any 
attempt which shall be made in congress, to impese 
conditions upon the people of Missouri not warrant- 


ed by the treaty of cession, and the constitution of 


the United States. 

Resolved, That the governor of this common- 
wealth be desired to transmit a copy of the forgo- 
ing preamble and resolutions to each of the sena- 
turs and representatives from Virginia and the de- 
legate from Missouri territory,in the present con- 
gress; and to the governor of each state and terri- 
tory inthe union, with a request that they may be 
laid before their respective legislatures. 

ocp And now a few words about Mr. Aiichie and the 
manner in which he has introduced this able paper 
to the public,in the Enquirer of the 5th inst —He 
says,— 

«The following is the result of the deliberations 
of both branches of the legislature of Virginia” jon 
the Missouri resolutions]—“Let Mr. Niles, and the 
secretary of the Hartford Convention, and the cor- 
respondents of Mr. Poulson, who have carped and 
cavilled so much at the resolutions of the house of 
delegates, as if they were the act of the legislature, 
take this paper, read the argument carefully, and 
answer it if they can.” 

Of what the “secretary of the Hartford conven- 
tion” has said, or the “correspondents of Mr. Poul- 
son” published, I do not know any thing, for nei- 
ther of these papers are received at my office—but 
for myself, thus placed in advance to meet the unit- 
ed force and wisdom of Virginia, I may well exclaim 
‘heaven preserve me!” Indeed, Mr. Ritchie, you 
have put me ata fearful odds! 

However, I have taken up “this paper and read 
the argument carefully,’ and trankly declare it is 
the most able one that [ have seen on the subject, 
so far as my humble opinion can serve to give it so 
high a character—yet I must be excused for ex- 
pressing a belief that IT could “answer” several 
parts of it; and, when so loftily challenged, might 
be rash enough to attempt it, provided I was not 
convinced that in the course which I have laid 
down for my own government, much more will ne- 
cessarily be published on the subject than one eut 
of fif'y of my subscribers will be entirely please: 
with—than one in an hundred will read. 

But what has this able state paper—this splendid 
exhibition of the mind and discretion of Virginia, to 
do with the imprudent act of the house of dele- 
gates, and which, it is possible, might have passed 
the senate also, but for the “carping and cavelling”’ 
of some who regarded it inthe same light that J 
did? As to myself, I can sincerely declare that I 
never wrote an article of its kind so painful to me, 
as that in whichI felt it aduty to reprove the same 
spirit which I had so much and so severely reprov- 
edin the days of the “Hartford Convention,” and 
which also, I have the vanity to believe that I did 
with as much effect as any other person. And how 
did Ireprove the proceedings in Virginia?—An un- 
intentional wrong was done in considering as the 
act of that state what was only the act ofthe house 
of delegates—but all that I said was in the pure spi- 
rit of brotherly love and affection, if 1 know what 
such things are—a sacred regard for the eter- 
nal principle of right, that-a majority should govern 
—and an apprehension of the danger which must 
necessarily attend the pledge ofa state to*resisi” the 
laws of the United States: and all this I must think 
was done without either “carping or cavelling,”’ 
and in a manner which ought to offend nobody whose 
good will is worth having. 





I really laughed at seeing my name coupled with 
“the secretary of the Hartford convention.” The 
originality of it entitles Mr. Ritchie to a patent for 
it, and I hope that he will apply to Dr. Thornton 
for one. But to be serious and dismiss this affair— 
I cannot but think that when Mr. Ritchie reflects 
upon the paragraph which 1 have quoted from his 
paper, he will be convinced that he greatly descend- 
ed from that proud height which his suberior ta- 
lents and excellent character entitle him to hold 
in the editorial corps—in which | claim for myself 
no honor but that of a private, faithful to principle, 
and determined to endeavor to do what I myself be- 
lieve to be right.. 

In medio tutissimus ibis. Uhave been a good deal 
diverted with the rictous praise and lawless cen- 
sure heaped upon Mr. Pinkney, of Maryland, for 
his late speech in the senate of the United States, 
on the Missouri question. 

One of the former class said— 

“I thought of Pitt, Burke, Fox, and Sheridan, of 
a Mirabeau and Maury, of a Patrick Henry, Ames, 
King, Randolph, Madison, Dexter, and Wirt, and I 
thought likewise of Demosthenes, of Cicero, and of 
the proudest davs of Rome; but I felt convinced 
that the eloquence which once electrified Roman 
senates, never had surpassed that which sounded 
in the lofty dome ofthe American capitol.” 

Another, referring to the preceding paragraph, 
thus expressed himself— 

“I do not doubt the writer may have thought of 
al] the celebrated orators of modern times, whom he 
there enumerates; but he must have had recourse 
to them merely as the means of comparison; as stan- 
dards of inferior measure to ascertain the superiority of 
the great. model before him.” 

g-7On the other side, we have a letter as written 
by a member of congress, in which, after stating that 
the senate chamber was full of ladies and beaux and 
congressmen and so forth, huddled together in an 
undistinguished mass, asks— 

“And what prodigious exhibition of profound 
knowledge and resistless eloquence justified the 
mighty assemblage? An orator puffed up with van'- 
ty, with a disgusting visage and a disagreeable 
voice. Every sentence an alternate recurrence of 
vociferation and inaudible whisper. The former 
part of it your ears assailed most rudely with the 
hoarse crash of thunder, suddenly subsiding at the 
close in murmurs scarcely articulated. The most 
common place arguments were paraded with an 
air of ranting defiance, as ifthe orator thought them 
quite new, beautiful, and unanswerable. A Coarse 
allusion, for the benefit of the ladies, to the haram of 
the grand signior, an exclamation calling on the 
name of the Supreme Being in a manner shocking 
even tothe profane, without any real passion to ex- 
cuse such foran appeal.—Theseare some ofthe out- 
lines, and not the most exceptionable parts of the 
performance of this favorite ef Maryland, so flatter- 
ed and so spoiled.” 

And further adds, “T blush forthe senate—I blush 
for congress—I blush for the literary character of 
my country, when I reflect on the blind adulation 
which has been bestowed on this disgusting speech.” 

Mr. Pinkney is, in my humble opinion, a very 
yreat orator—but certainly, as little deserves the 
silly encomiums as the rude censures, given in these 
extracts. Itisrank nonsense to pretend that any 
man can possess, in himself, all the powers of ora- 
tory, distributed among twenty of the greatest ora- 
tors known to history, ancient or modern—the 
reputation of some of whom will last while books 
are read, and so long stand as models of eloquence, 
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—but itis equally absurd to attempt to depreciate 
Mr. Pinkney in the manner of the preceding, and 
to believe that the thousands who at different times 
have listened to him with delight, were absolute 
dunces. Weighing these paragraphs for and against 
Mr. Pinkney, with an equal hand, my opinion is,— 
that each possesses precisely the same quantity of 
knavery or folly—and that both are equally extrava- 
gantand unjust. Mr. Pinkney, however, may well 
say, in the language of Henry, of France, “heaven 
defend me from my friends—as to my enemies, I 
can take care of them myself.” 





md 


Island of Cuba. 


The following highly interesting facts, politely 
communicated to the editor of the Rreeister by an 
intelligent gentleman resident at Havana, may as- 
sist in forming an idea of the importance of this 
island.. The greater part of the business of Cuba 
is transacted at Havana, but there are several 
other flourishing ports and places that have an ex- 
tensive trade. 





f ABSTRACT. ] 
Arrivals at Havana during the year 1819— 


American vessels 614 
Spanish 338 
British 148 
French 63 
Dutch 18 


Bremen 8; Swedish 7; Russian 6; 
Danish 5; Sardinian 5; Hamburg 4, 39 
Portuguese 3; Sicilian 1; 

- Total 1215 


In these vessels 14,712 slaves were imported; it 
is estimated that the whole number of slaves im- 
ported during the year, which found a market 
at Havana only, was not less than 20,000—those 
brought from Matanzas, or across the island from 
Batabano, not being included the amount first given. 





Importation of flour at Havana, for the year 1819. 





Exports of Havana for the year 1819. 
Sugars, 192,7434 boxes—about | 770,974 cwt, 
Cottee—642,716 arrobas of 25lbs. 


each aout 22,000,000 Jds.* 
Wax, 19,3734 Do. 484,337 — 
Molasses, 30,845 1-3 hhds, 3,084,500 gals. 


Taffia, 2830 pipes 

Revenue collected at Havana. 

Whole revenue collected 1819 $4,609,249 4 
- Ditto during the year 1818 4,104,666 4 





Balance in favor of 1819 $504,583 





(cPSince the preceding was prepared for the 
press, I have received the following letter. It was 
not intended to be published in extenso—simply 
designed to give me some hints on the subject to 
which it refers: but I believe that I cannot do bet. 
ter with it than to give it entire. 

Lo Mr, Niles, editer of the Register. 

Sir:—I have just read your remarks in the Re- 
gisTER Of the 8th Jan. on the communication of 
of the London “Times,” relative to the cession of 
the Floridas to the United States and consequent 
necessity of that of Cuba to Great Britain; and admire 
your reasoning and just conclusions on the subject, 
both as to the policy this country ought to pur- 
sue, and the relative importance of the territory 
to the commerce of the United States and Eng- 
land, passing through the gulf stream. In speak- 
ing of the latter, you omit to mention that England 
already possesses the eastern side of the passage; 
all the Bahama islands are claimed by her, and 
those of most importance inhabited by Englishmen. 
New-Providence has a good harbor, and many 
others have anchorages and settlements which 
are nearly equal to the Floridas in point of con- 
venience and capacity for annoying the commerce 
which must pass through the gulf, while the Unit- 
ed States have no shelter or rendezvous on either 
side of the narrow passage. 

I had long wished to see the subject of our re- 
lations with Spain placed in the light in which your 
remarks have placed them. Being well acquainted 
with Cuba, permit me, sir, to offer an opinion a lit- 
tle different from yourstatement (altho’ unimport- 
ant to the subject) of the relative number of slaves 
and free people in thatisland. It is calculated and 
believed by the best informed in that country, 
that the white inhabitants, together with the free 
blacks and mixtures, are about as numerous as the 
black slaves, and that the whole population is at 
least one million. The country has great resour- 
ces, abounds with cattle and horses, and the yeo- 
manry (which are a numerous and hardy people) 
are very expert horsemen, and know well the use 
of the broad sword, Organization and leaders 
would make them a very efficient force. 

The people of all classes are generally friendly, 
or better disposed towards the United States than 
to any other nation. I have been acquainted with 
that country since the year 1793—particularly the 
city of Havana and the ports and harbors east and 
westof it. I have visited it frequently since that 
period, and several times since the late war. The 
people are sensible of the ambition of the British 
to possess their country, and have a great aversion 
to them. 


I think it a very odd kind of non-interference 











“About one third added, to shew the real amount 
of exports, on account of the liberal allowance made 





From vessels barrels, 
Baltimore 63 51,020 
New Orleans 46 17,058 
Philadelphia 33 18,551 
Charleston’ 22 3,633 
New York 19 5,273 
Savannah 10 1,717 
Alexandria 5 2,801 
Boston 7 389 
Newport R. I. 5 415 
Bristol 35 165 
Norfolk 3 1,801 
New Bedford 1 - 1,556 
‘Providence 1 311 
Wilmington Del. 2 646 
Portsmouth N. Fi, 2 149 
Portland 1 75 
Richmond I 700 
Salem 2 405 
Warren R. I. 1 20 
Bordeaux 5 3,250 
Vera Cruz 7 2,319 
Santander 3 4,500 
Pensacola 2 213 
Mebile 1 52 
Cuba 1 250 10,584 

Total 147,16_ 


lat the custom house for weights. 
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in the British government, when the king of Spain 
was called on to ratify the treaty ceding the Flori- 
das to the United States: they say we have no ob- 
jection to the cession of Florida, with a condition 
that Cuba be ceded tous at the same time—a con- 
dition which, as a merchant and citizen of the Unit- 
ed States, I would not wish to see carried into ef- 
fect. I would much prefer that both the territo- 
ries should remain in the possession of their pre- 
sent occupants until other times. 1 
tish statesman see this country ina war with Spain, 
they would have a fine field to figure in, and open 
2 campaign of intrigue with much delight: they 
would immediately send a powerful fleet and army 
io Cuba, to save it fromfalling into the hands of the 
-Imericans, and hold it im safe keeping (as they did 
the Danish fleet) for their friend and “holy” ally 
the king of Spain, until he should (in English esti- 
mation) be in a situation to receive it! All to be 
done ina friendly way, and witha strict eye to the 
«balance of power!” 








Navy Estimates for 1820. 


Number of officers, petty officers, seamen, Sc. for the 
service of the year 1820, 
Number and description of officers and men es- 
tamated for: 


32 Captains at § 100 per month 





23 Masters commandant 60 do. 
16 Lieutenants commandant 50 do. 
203 Lieutenants 40 do. 
392 Midshipmen 19 do. 
52 Surgeons 50 do. 
53 Surgeons’ mates 30 do. 
45 Pursers 40 do. 
10 Chaplains 40 do. 
4. Schoolmasters 25 do. 
76 Sailing masters 40 do. 
32 Captains’ clerks 25 do. 
A7 Masters’ mates 
31 Boatswains | 
31 Gunners a" 20 do. 
31 Carpenters 
2) Sailmakers u 
SO Boatswains’ mates) 
22 Gunners’ mates 
27 Carpenters mates 2 19 ” 
13 Sailmakers’ mates 
88 Quarter gunners +) 
70 Quarter masters 
34 Yeomen 
18 Coxswains 
35 Stewards 329 18 din: 
7 Coopers 
28 Armorers 
15 Masters at arms 
10 Ship’s corporals 
24 Cooks w 
1388 Able seamen 12 do. 
1370 Ordinary seamen 10 do. 
278 Boys ’f do. 


4550 Total. , 

12 of the captains are entitled to 15 rations per 
day, and 20 captains to 7 rations; the masters com- 
mandant to 4; the lieutenants commandant to 3; 
ether lieutenants to 2; the midshipmen, surgeons 
and surgeons’ mates, pursers, chaplains, schoolmas- 
ters, and sailing masters, to 1 ration each—in all 
Cases, over and beyond the ships’ provisions. The 
amount of which extra rations is drawn for as sud- 


officers and seamen is estimated at 


Should the Bri- [ 


The amount of the pay and rations for the 4550 
$1,404,507 50 


‘Hospital stores 36,000 00 
Repairs of vessels, and articles of : | 
equipment 484,000 00. 
Navy yards, docks, wharves, store 
keepers, laborers, &c. 150,000 00 
Contingencies, transportation, tra- 
velling expences, courts mar- 
tial, &c. Ke. 300,000 00 





2,474,597 50 
Marine corps. 


1 Lieutenant colonel at $75 per month 
9 Captains 40 = do. 
24 First lieutenants 30 do. 
16 Second lieutenants 25 40. 
6 Surgeons 50. do. 
73 Sergeants 9 do. 
73 Corporals § do. 
42 Musicians 7 do. 
750 Privates o ae 


Extra pay to adjutant, paymaster, 
and quartermaster 30 do. 
The lieut. col. has 8 rations per day and 8 extra 
as commandant; the captains 3; the lieutenants 2; 
the surgeons 2—rated at 20 cents each, except the 
surgeons’ at 25. The non com. officers and privates’ 
ration is rated at 15 cents ashore, and 25 at sea. 
The annual clothing of a private costs as follows: a 
suit of clothes $18 38; cap and plume, &c. 1,75; 
re 014; blanket 2,874, 4 pairs of shoes, each at 
g~wVe 








Public debt and sinking Fund. 


Letter from the secretary of the treasury, transmitti 

( pursuant to sundry resolutions of the 17th ultimo, } 

a statement of the actual balance, €$c. in the treasury, 

on the 1st day of January, 1820, together with u 

statement of the amount of the public debt redeemable 

in 1820, 1821, 1822, 1823, and 1824, exhibitine 
also the interest payable in, and the balance of tic 
annual appropriation of 810,000,000 which will re- 
main unapplied at the close of each year. 

Preasury department, 24th January, 1820. 

Sr1rn—In obedience to sundry resolutions of the 
house of representatives of the 17th instant, direct- 
ing the secretary of the treasury to report Ist. the 
actual balance in the treasury, and in the hands of 
the treasurer, as agent of the navy and war depart- 
ments, and the amount of any subject to the contro! 
of the commissioners of the sinking fund, on the 
Ist day of January, 1820; 2d. the principles upon 
which the receipts into the treasury from the sales 
of public lands, for the year 1829, has been estimat- 
ed; and, 3d. what amount of the public debt will be 
redeemable according to the terms of the contract 
in the years 1820, 1821, 1822, 1823, and 1824: and 
what amount would be left of the sinking fund in 
each year respectively, after payment of the in- 
terest of the public debt, and the portion of the 
principal which may be redeemable within the year: 
I have the honor to submit two statements, marked 
A. and B. 

If the payments for public lands are made when 
they fall due, the greatest accuracy might be attain- 
edin estimating the receipts into the treasury from 
the sales previously made. So far as the receipts 
would be affected by sales made during the year 
embraced by the estimate, it would necessarily be 
conjectural. But,“as the purchasers are subject to 
no penalty tor delay of payment until the expira- 





Gistence. 


tion of five years from the date of the sale, except 
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the payment of interest, a general want of punctuali- 

ty every where prevails. The sums which ought 

to be paid at the end of the second, third, and 
fourth years, are more generally paid in the fifth 
year. 

If the indulgence which, since the year 1809, has 
been uniformly extended to the purchasers of the 
public land had not grown into a system, it would be 
practicable to determine, with sufficient accuracy, 
the amount of the receipts into the treasury during 
any year, so far as they depended upon sales pre- 
viously made, after the principal land offices had 
been opened for five years. The debt contracted 
by the purchase of lands in any given year would 
not materially differ from the sum which would be 
receivable during the fifth year after it was con- 
tracted. But the frequent and general indulgence 
which has been extended to the purchasers of the 
public lands, has rendered the application of this 
rule for estimating the receipts into the treasury 
from that source of the revenue entirely nugatory. 
The payment of interest is, in fact, under this sys- 
tem of indulgence, the prineipal inducement to the 
punctual discharge of the instalments as they be- 
come due, or at any later period. As the use of 
money is generally worth more than legal interest, 
where the payments are made, the want of punc- 
tuality will probably become more general. In esti- 
mating the probable receipts into the treasury dur- 
ing the year 1820, more reliance has been placed 
upon the quantity ef Jand which will, within the 
year, be offered at public sale, than upon the sums 
which may be payable during that period, on ac- 
count of sales previously made. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, 
your obedient servant, 

WM. H. CRAWFORD. 

The hon. the SrraKer 

of the house of representatives, 
(A.) 

A statement of the actual balance in the treasury, ana 
in the hands of the treasurer, as agent of the war and 
navy departments, and the balance in the treasury 
subject to the control of the commissioners of ths sink- 
ing fund, on the 1st day of January, 1820. 

Balance in the treasury, $2,536,823 28 a 

In the hands of the treasurer, as 
agent of the 
war department, 

In his hands as agent of the navy 
department, 

Balance in the treasury subject to 
the control of the commission- 
ers of the sinking fund, 52,378,398 42 

a This sum will probably be increased when the 
returns from all the receivers of public money, 
and of the banks in which they make their de- 
posites, are received, for the menth of Decem- 
ber. At the date of their lastreturnsthere were 
in their hands $334,560 53, which sum would 
be augmented by the payments made during that 
month. 

& Of this sum $1,646,117 42 are applicable to the 
payment of that amount of Louisiana stock, still 
outstanding, which was redeemable on the 21st 
October, 1819. 


995,945 13 
372;913 70 . 


a 
Statement of the amount of the public debt redeemable 


in 1820, 1821, 1822, 1823, and 1824, exhibiting, | which the house construed into a libel. 


also, the interest payable in, and the balance of the 
annual appropriation of $10,090,000, which will re- 
main unapplied at the elose of each year. 


Balance of appropriation for 
1819, unapplied in that year 


2,378,398 42 
Appropriation for 1820 


10,000,000 00 





12,378,398 42 
Principal redeemable in 1820 
Claims on account of the in- 

stalments of Louisiana 

stock, payable iv 181° and 

1819, unapplied for on the 

1st December, 1819, 1,646,117 42dls. 
Residue of Louisiana stock 2,216,462 77 
Six per cent. stock of 1796 80,000 00 
Reimbursement of deferred 


stock 503,196 94 





Total principal 4,445,777 13 
Interest payable in 1820 4,911,843 00 
9,357,620 13 








Balance of appropriations whieh will be 
unapplied on the 31st December, 1820 
Appropriation for 1821 
Principal redeemable in 1821 
Reiinbursement of the defer- 
red stock 534,033 08 
Interest payable in 1821 4,773,737 68 
9,397,770 76 


3,020,778 29 
10,000,000 00 








Balance of appropriation which will be unapplied 
on the 31st December, 1%21 
Appropriation for 1822 
Principal redeemable in 1822. 
_ Reimbursement of the defer- 
red stock 566,588 75 
Interest payable in 1822 4,741,182 01 


4,692,229 24 
10,000,000 00 





5,307,770 76 





Balance of apnropriation which will be unapplied 
on the 31st December, 1822 

Appropriation for 1823. 

Principal redeemable in 1823 
Reimbursement of defer- 
red stock 602,836 47 
Interest payable in 1823 4,704,934 29 


4,692,229 24 
10,090,000 00 





5,307,770 76 





Balance of the appropriation which will be unapplied 

on the 31st December, 1823 4,692,229 24 
Appropriation for 1824 10,000,000 00 
Principal redeemable in 1824, 

Reimbursement of defer- 

red stock 356,858 93 

interest payable in 1824 4,666,267 31 





| 5,023,126 24 
Balance of the appropriation which will be unapplied 
on the 31st December, 1824 4.976,873 76 





Total amount of the annual appropriations of 
. 10,000,000 00, for the years 1820 to 1824, inclusive, 
which will, according to the terms of the contragts 
in relation to the redemption of the public debt, re- 
main unapplied on the 3ist Deeember, 1824 22,074,330 77 
Treasury department, register’s office, 22d January. 1820. 
JOSEPH NOURSE, Zegister. 
[ Extract from the reoords.) 
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Foreign Articles. 
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 
London dates of Dec. 25. 

The members of the radical committee of Man- 
chester, had been arrested and committed to pri- 
son, for want of bail. 

‘the celebrated actress Miss O’Neil,has been mar- 
ried to a rich Irish gentlémen, named Beecher,who 
required her to settle her own fortune on her mo- 
ther, &c. and also settled upon her 1000/. a year. 

Parson Harrison, of Stockport, has been arrested 
for preaching a seditious sermon. 

A quantity of Radical Breakfast Powder—com- 
posed of red wheat and barley, has been seized as 
“imitation coffee.” We suppese therefore, it is cri- 
minal to use a substitute for coffee! 

Stocks, Dec. 25. 3 per cents 66 to 67. American 
6’s, 97 to 98. 

Mr. Hobhouse has been arrested by order of the 
house of commons, for having written a pamphlet 
He resist- 
ed the arrest on principle, and intends to contest 
the matter in the courts of law. His arrest: has been 
}severcly deprecated by a meeting held atthe 
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Crown and Anchor, at which sir F. Burdett presid- 
ed. ee 

In parliament, a shortbut interesting discussion 
took place, in the course of which lord Castlereagh 
most forcibly and distinctly stated, that no devia- 
tion was intended to be made in the plan adopted 
last session for the gradual resumption of cash pay- 
ments; “every principle of practical wisdom,” he 
observed, “and of legislative policy, called upon 
themto adhere to it. He knew of nothing that 
could prove more injurious to the interest of com- 
merece than even a doudt that the late decision of 
parliament was not final, 

The seditious and blasphemous libel bill passed 
the house of lords, and the newspaper stamp duty 
bill the commons, by large majorities. ‘The seize- 
arms bill passed the lords, Dec. 17, 135 to 38. On 
the 23d, a billto abrogate the right of traverse, re- 
ceived the royal assent. 

On the 24th Dec. the commons adjourned to the 
30:h, to give time to the house oflords to pass the 
newspaper stamp duties bill through the remaining 
stages; after which both housés were to adjourn to 
the 15th Feb. until which time the chancellor of 
the exchequer said, he shoulddelay proceeding on 
any measure of finance. 

The chancellor of the exchequer reported that the 
excise duties for the past year had exceeded the 
average of the three preceding years. - 

A Mr. Heartfield has published a pamphlet pro- 
posing to pay off one half of the national debt, by 
an assessment of 15 per cent. on the capital of all 
property in the kingdom. The Courier says, the 
project “is wise, necessary, will be effectual,” and 
permit the repeal of twenty millions of taxes. 

Lord Jolin Russell has obtained leave to bring in 
a billto transfer the right of sending members to 
parliament from the corrupt borough of Gram- 
pound to the populous town of Leeds 

A letter from Edinburg, of the 22d inst. states, 
“that this day the high court of justiciary met to 
proceed to the trial of George Kinloch, esq. of Kin- 
loch, accused of sedition. But he having failed to 
appear, sentence of fugitation was pronounced 
against him; he was declared an outlaw, his mov- 
able goods and gear were escheated to his majesty 
and his bail bond forfeited.” 

It is said that stations are fixed upon, and tele- 
graphs are to be erected, without loss of time, to 
form a communication between Manchester and 
the metropolis. 

Sieam ploughing/—Mr. Playfair, in his curious 
memoir of J. Watt, esq. says, that the power of 
steam may be employed to the ploughing of land. 

A considerable degree of ferment still exists in 
England, Scotland and Ireland—but the people 
seem doomed to be positive slaves. ‘The laws late- 
ly passed deprive them of almost every right of 
which they formerly boasted, and are acknowledg. 
ed violations of the constitution of the United king- 
doms. 

Mr. Cobbett has attempted a reconciliation with 
Sir Francis Burdett. The latter would not hear of 
it. Mr. C. seems to have thought that as the price 
of it, sir Francis should engage to purchase seats 
in parliament for himself and Mr. Hunt!—or at least, 
open his purse liberally to get them elected—a 
very modest idea. 

Twenty eight persons were sentenced to death 
at the last sessions atthe Old Bailey, and ninety 
to be transported. 

_ A person has been fined 2000 pounds for defraud- 
ing the excise, by concealing frames for making 
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The troops of all descriptions at Glasgow amount 
to 5000—the powder belonging to individuals has 
been removed under military process and eseort, te 
the castle at Edinburg—at Sheeness, even the dis- 
mounted cannon were removed within the garrison 
for safety. The strong precautionary measures 
every where adopted, wiil probably establish a per- 
fect desputism in Great Britain—the reformers be- 
ing without system or leaders. 

‘fwo women have been sent home. from Botany 
Bay, as being of too infamous character to continue 
in the colony! ? 

Mr. Stokoe, the surgeon appointed to attend on 
Bonaparte, has been tried by a court martial, at St. 
Helena, on ten charges, for disobedience of orders: 
he was found guilty of all the charges, and sen- 
tenced to be dismissed the service, but in conse- 
quence of his former good character, the court re- 
commended him to the admiralty to be placed on 
halt-pay. 

The corporation of Dublin have petitioned par- 
liament against the emancipation of the catholics. 

The counties of Rosconimon, Galway and a part 
of Sligo, in Ireland, are said to be in a state of great 
commotion—large bodies of armed men are march- 
ing through the country and doing almost what they 
please. : 

The newspaper stamp duty bill has had a second 
reading in the house of lords, Lord Donoughmore 
observed that ministers had wound up their mea- 
sures of indiscriminate coercion to an appropriat> 
conclusion by this attack on the liberty of the press 

FRANCE, a 

The celebrated M. Gregorie, elected to the 
chamber of deputies, has been ejected therefrom 
by a great majority, amidst shouts of vive le roi! A 
pretty example of legislation! 

The trial of Savary, duke of Revigo, was about 
to take place. He had surrendered himself to get 
rid of the sentence awarded against him par contu- 
mace. 

The royal court of Paris lately gave its decision 
in the suit instituted by the Sieur Mottet against 
Joseph Bonaparte.—Mottet had purchased an old 
eonvent near Madrid, which he converted into a 
tan house; and Joseph Bonaparte demolished the 
building without making any compensation to the 
owner, who by this proceeding sought to recover 
an indemnity from the cz-devant usurper of the 
throne of Spain. The opinion of the court was, 
that as Mettet had made a contract with an illegal 
authority then existing in Spain, he incurred all 
the risks likely to result from the acts of that au- 
therity; and therefore the court rejected the de- 
mand, 

SPAIN. 

The London papers contain accounts from Ca- 
diz, to the Ist Dec. 

The expedition continued in preparation—One 
to carry 500U troops to Morillo, and another to take 
from 10 to 15,000 troops against Buenos Ayres! 
‘The naval commissioners were chartering vessels 
to convey them. 

Advices from Cadiz, dated, Nov. 27, state, that 
an order has been issued by the king of Spain, to 
allow the admission of British mercbandize to a 

limited extent of tonnage, and at a given ratio of 
duty, without examination. This privilege is con- 
fined to the ports of Cadiz, Seville, Alicant and 
Malaga. 

An article from Madrid speaks of a constant com- 
munication being kept up with the English go- 
vernment, couriers being constantly passing be- 
tween Madrid and London. Jt is added that sit 
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Iifenry Wellesly, the English minister, had been 
consulted by the Spanish cabinet about an amnesty. 

The yellow fever had not entirely ceased at Ca- 
diz on the 29th November—but was rapidly de- 
clining. 

| ITALY. | | 

A dreadful eruption of Vesuvius took place on 
the 23d Nov. Happily, the lava took a direction 
which allayed all apprehensions for the neighbor- 
ing country. 

| BRAZIL, 

The court of Naples has concluded a treaty with 
that of the Brazils, for placing at the disposal of 
the latter 2000 galley slaves. ‘They are to be con- 
veyed to Lisbon in Neapolitan ships of war; and to 
be transported thence at the expense of the Por- 
tuguese government, 








CONGRESS. 


IN THE SENATE. 

February 7.—Numerous petitions were presented 
and referred this morning; amongst them several 
from merchants of Savannah, paying a remission of 
certain duties on merchandize imported, in con- 
sideration of the late destructive fire in that city, 
by which the very goods are destroyed on which 
the duties accrued, which they pray to be remitted; 
also a memorial from the legislature of Indiana, 
praying an extension of the time allowed for the 
payment of public lands in that state. 

The president laid before the senate the annual 
report of the commissioners of the sinking fund, 
(communicated to the other house on Saturday,) 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. Trimble laid before the senate certain resolu- 
tions of the legislature of Ohio, desiring the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to view and mark a 
road, as the continuation of the National road from 
Wheeling, to the seat of government of Ohio, 
thence to the seat of government of Indiana, thence 
to that of Illinois, and thence to St. Charles, in 
Missouri. 

Mr. Walker, of Geo. submitted the following re- 
solution: : 

Resolved, That the president of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the senate 
any information he may possess, (and of which the 
public interest does not, in his opinion, require 
eoncealment,) relative to the late treaty between 
the United States and Spain; whether the same has 
vet been ratified on the part of Spain; and, par- 
ticularly, that he be requested to state whether any 
information has been received from the court of 
Madrid since the date of his message to cengress 
at the commencement of the present session; whe- 
ther he still expects a minister from Spain; and at 
what period may his arrival be probably expected. 

The bill from the other house, making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the last year’s 
appropriations for the public buildiigs, was read 
the third time and passed. 

The engrossed bills to continue in force the act 
of 1818, regulating the collection of duties on im- 
ports and tonnage; to remit the duties on a statue 
of general Washington, executed in Europe, for 
the state of North Carolina; and the bill for the 
relief of Jennings O«Bannon, were severally read 
the third time, passed, and sent to the other house 
for concurrence. 

Mr. Trimble laid on the table a resolution, pro- 
posing a standing committee of five members, on 


ro 


The senate then took up the Maine and Missouri 
bill; when— 

Mr. Phomas, for the purpose. of modifying, or 
introducing it in another shape, withdrew the 
amendment which he offered on Thursday last; 
and then, on motion of Mr. Smith, the bill was 
postponed to to-morrow. 

Several bills were read a second time in course; 
some, further postponed, and several, of a private 
character, were, after consideration, ordered to a 
third reading; and— 

The senate adjourned. 

February 8.—The president communicated a re- 
port of the secretary of the navy, containing an: 
abstract of the expenditures on account of the 
contingent expenses of the navy for the last fiscal 
year; which was read. 

Amongst the petitions this morning presented, 
were several from merchants in the commercial 
cities, praying duties to be laid on auction sales; 
and from others, praying that the credit on duties 
may not be abolished. 

The senate resumed the consideration of Mrs 
Walker’s motion, of yesterday, calling for informa- 
tion respecting the Spanish treaty; and, after a 
short discussfon thereon, it was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

The senate took up Mr. Trimédle’s resolution to 
appoint a standing committee on the subject of 
roads and canals, and agreed thereto; whereupon 
Messrs. King, of N. Y. Van Dyke, Trimble, Dicker- 
son, and Thomas were appeinted to compose the 
committee. 

To this committee various memorials and peti- 
tions, heretofore otherwise disposed of, were re- 
ferred; and 

The senate adjourned. : 

February 9, After a variety of business, not ge- 
nerally interesting— 

The senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the Maine and Missouri bill--when, 

Mr. King of New York, wishing to offer to the 
senate his opinions on the Missouré subject, moved 
to postpone the bill until tomorrow; but a motion 
to postpone it to Friday prevailed, and it was post- 
poned to that day accordingly. 

The bill respecting horses and property lost in 
the Seminole war, ;was postponed until Tuesday 
next, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Friday, Feb. 4.—The house agreed hereafter to 
meet at 11 o’clock. 

My. Randolph rose to offer a motion, haring for 
its object an enquiry respecting the enforcing a 
stricter accountability for the public monies, &c. 
The United States reminded him, he said, of those 
generous and gallant young fellows, ready to do 
justice, at all times, to every body but themselves. 
The moneys of the United States were scattered 
over the country ;,from Passamaquoddy to Yellow 
Stone—from Chicago to Mobile, in a manner which 
would fritter away the resources of any other nation 
in the world than this. Nothing, said he, but the 
rapid growth of the infant Hercules has enabled us 
to support this dilapidation of the public estate.— 
We are something like the Georgia and Virginia 
planters—cotton being at fifty cents, and tobacco at 
thirty dollars. Do you want atooth pick? Takea 
hundred dollars. De you want a tooth-brush? Take 
a hundred dollars. Do you want tooth-powder? 
Take a hundred dollars. And, sir, we want pens, 
paper, and ink—and these different wants supply 





the subject of roads and canals. 





business for several individuals to whomi money iS 
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advanced, to be accounted for hereafter. Is it ac- 
counted for? Whatis the deficit now? It exceeds 
greatly the average annual revenue during the ad- 
ministration of Washington. [He then took a view 
of the receipts at the treasury in former years—in 
1791 the amount was 4,400,000—in the last year of 
gen. Washington’s administration, they amounted 
only to seven millions—and asked if there was no 
way to recover the public assetts from the hands of 
those who were living on the public funds? He 
next referred to the banks of the district--too te- 
cious to be named, and asked how much mo- 
ney was in them, &c. He concluded by offering 
the following resolution, which, after some remarks 
from Mr. Lowndes and Mr. Trimble, and another 
tart speech from the mover, that «the leeches might 
be made to disgorge,” was agreed to without a di- 
vision. 

«That the secretary of the treasury be directed 
to report to this house such measures as, in his opi- 
nion may be expedient to enforce the more spee- 
dy payment of public monies, due from individu- 
als and corporate bodies in the United States.” 

The house again resolved itself into a committee 
of the jwhole, Mr. Baldwin in the chair, on the 
Missouri bill. 

Mr. /Jlardin, of Kentucky, took the floor, and 
spoke at considerable length against the restric- 
tion. 

Mr. Cook, of Wiinois, took the other side of the 
question, and spoke some time in favor of the re- 
striction; before concluding, he gave way for a mo- 
tion for the committee to rise; when the committee 
rose, and the house adjourned. 

Saturday, Feb. 5.—After the presentment and 
reference, as usual, of sundry petitions— 

Mr. .Meizs, of New-York, submitted the follow- 
ing - preamble and resolution for consideration, 
which being read, were on motion of Mr. Walker, 
of N. C. ordered to lie on the table: 

Whereas slavery in the United States is an evil 
of great and increasing magnitude; one which me- 
rits the greatest efforts of this nation to remedy: 
Therefore 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to en- 
quire into the expediency of devoting the public 
lands as a fund for the purpose of— 

ist. Employing a naval force competent to the 
annihilation of the slave trade. 

2d. The emancipation of the slaves inthe U. S. 
and 

3d. Colonizing them in such way as shall be con- 
ductive to their comfort and happiness in Africa, 
their mother country. 

The house then again resolved itself into a com- 
of the whole, Mr. Baldwin in the chair, on the 
Missouri bill. 

Mr. Cook resumed the speech which he com- 
menced vesterday, in support of the restriction, 
and in continuation occupied the floor about two 
hours. 

Mr. Hemphill, of Pennsylvania, next rose, and 
spoke more than an hour in favor of the restriction, 
when he gave way for a motion for the committee to 
rise; which prevailed, and 

The house adjourned, 

Monday Feb.7.—The speaker laid before the 
house a letter from the comptroller of the treasu- 
ry, transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement of 
balances on the books of the register of the treasu- 
ry, due by persons, and remaining unsettled more 
than three years prior to Sept. 30, 1819; which were 
otdered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Meigs, made an unsuccessful motion to go 


into the consideration of his resolution submitted on 
Saturday. 

Mr. Smith, of Maryland, from the committee of 
ways and means, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for the navy for the current year; which was 
twice vead and committed. 

Mr. WVelson, of Virginia, moved the adoption of 
the following resolution, and submitted a few re- 
marks on the deep importance of the question now 
under consideration in the house, and the great 
anxiety of the people to know the result of the de- 
liberations on that question, &c. to enforce the pro- 
priety of agreeing to the proposition which he of- 
fered, and which was as follows; —_ 

Resolved, That the standing rules and orders of 
the house of representatives, directing the method 
and order of transacting business, be suspended, 
and that, until the passage or rejection of the bill 
for the admission of Missouri as a state into the uni- 
on, this house will proceed to transact no other 
business, but will daily, as soon as a quorum assem- 
bles, enter upon the consideration of that subject, 
and will not suffer its deliberations to be interrupt- 
ed by the examination of any other question what- 
ever. 

The question was then put, whether the house 
would now consider the resolution, and it was de- 
termined in the negative—ayes 72, noes 79. 
Mr. Mercer submitted the following resolution fo 
consideration: 

Resolved, That, until the decision of the question 
now depending in tbis house, relative to the .ad- 
mission of the state ef Missouri into the union, the 
house will not adjourn any day before 4 o’clock in 
the afternoon. 

After some remarks, the speaker decided that 
the proposition went to change the standing rules of 
the house, and must therefore lie on the table one 
day. 

The house resumed, asin committee of the whole 
Mr. Baldwin in the chair, the consideration of the 
Missouri bill—the restrictive amendmei:t being 
still under consideration. 

Mr. Hemphill, of Pennsylvania, resumed and con- 
cluded the speech which he commenced on Satur- 
day, in favor of the restriction. 

Mr. ‘Lane, of Delaware, followed, in oppesition 
to the restriction, and spoke nearly three hours. 
When he had concluded, 

Mr. Clay (speaker) rose and expressed a wish to 
address the committee on the highly important 
question before it; but the lateness of the hour pre- 
vented his asking its attention this afternoon; and 
he therefore moved that the committee rise. 

The committee then rose, obtained leave to sit 
again; and 

The house adjourned. 

Tuesday, Feb. 8. The speaker laid before the 
house a report from the secretary of state, transmit- 
ting, in obedience to a resolution of the house, a list 
of the printers appointed to promulgate the laws of 
the United States, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Lowndes, from the committee on foreign re- 
lations, made an unfavorable report on the claim of 
the owners of the Danish vessel Henrick, recom; 
mended to the attention of congress,by the president 
of the U. S. on the 24th Dec. last; which report was 
committed to a committee of the whole house. 

Mr. Nelson withdrew the motion which he offered 
yésterday to dispense with all other business until 
the Missouri question was disposed of, with the 
avowal that he would offer it to-morrow—not wish- 





ing at present to prevent the house from resaming 
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the immediate consideration of the Missouri ques- 
tion, for which it appeared prepared. | 

The house then ‘again went into a committee of 

the whole, Mr. Baldwin in the chair, on the Missou- 
ri bill—the restrictive amendment being still under 
consideration. < 

Mr. Speaker Clay rose and addressed the commit- 
tee nearly four hours against the right and expedi- 
ency of the proposed restriction. | 

The .committee then rose on motion of Mr. Ser- 
geant (who, according. to usage, has priority of 
claim to the floor to-morrow; ) and 

The house adjourned. 

Wednesday, Feb. 9. A number of unfavorable 
reports on private petitions, were received— 

Mr. /'oot offered the following resolutions for con- 
sideration: . 

Resolved, by the senate and house of representatives 
of the United States of America, in congress assembled, 
That there shall be neitherslavery nor involuntary 
servitude in any of the territories of the United 
States, otherwise than in the punishment of crimes, 
whereof the party shall have been duly cenvicted: 
Provided, That this shall not be construed to alter 
the condition or civil rights of any person now held 
to service or labor in said territories. 

Resolved, That it be, andis hereby, recommended 
to the inhabitants. of the several territories of the 
United States, that, for the purpose of effectually 
preventing the further extension of slavery, each 
territory, when authorised by éongress to form a 
constitution and state government, shall, by express 
provision in their constitution, prehibit involuntary 
servitude, or slavery, otherwise than in the punish- 
ment of crimes. 

Mr. Velsoa, of Virginia, moved that the resolu- 
tions be committed to the committee of the whole 
house, which was now considering the Missouri bill. 
It was entitled to a serious consiceration, as it af. 
fected the important question now under discussion. 
He conceived this not the proper mode of bringing 


up the question; it should be in the usual form of 


an act, which should go through the several forms, 
while, as a resolution, introduced to-day to be de- 
cided to-morrow, it would not afford an opportunity 
for discussing its merits. 

Mr. Foot observed, that a reference to a commit- 
tee of the whole would defeat the object, because 
the subject now before the committee would of 
course have the precedence. These fesolutions, 
gentlemen would observe, by a little attention, 
were perfectly proper, and, indeed, the only form 
in which a decision could be made; particularly as 
it respected the second resolution, which contained 
a mere recommendation to the territories to pro- 
hibit slavery, without involving the question whe- 
ther the congress had the power to impose this re- 
striction. It was admitted, by gentlemen on both 
sides, that congress had the power to prohibit the 
extension of slavery in the territories; and, if these 
resolutions should be adopted, congress would be 
relieved from the disagreeable necessity of decid- 
ing on their constitutional powers, respecting which 

eat doubt appeared to exist---and the excitement 
which this question had produced would be allay- 
ed; then nothing would remain for their considera- 
tion but the question of expediency; the appeal 
would then be made to the proposed state of Mis- 
souri to restrict slavery, instead of an attempt to 
impose the restriction by congress. Mr. F. moved 
to commit the resolutions to a committee of the 
whole on the state of the union. 

Finally the resolutions were laid on the table. 


Mr. H. Nelson called for the consideration of the 
resolution offered by kim on Monday, in substance 
to suspend all other business of the house, pending _ 
the consideration of the question (now under dis- 
cussion) concerning the admission of Missouri into 
the union, with or without resiriction—but the 
house refused, by a large majority, to consider the 
resolution. 

The house then resumed, in committee of the 
whole, the consideration of the Missouri bill and the 
restrictive amendment proposed thereto. 

Mr. Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, commenced a 
speech in favor of the restriction, and spoke nearly 
three hours; when he gave way for a moment for 
the committee to rise—which prevailed; and 

The house adjourned. 


THURSDAY’S PROCEEDINGS, 


The senate were occupied this day almost whol- 
ly on bills and reports on private claims, the inves- 
tigation of which frequently consumes much time 


The house of representatives went into committee 
of the whole, soon after 11 o’clock, onthe great. 
topic of the day. Mr. Sergeant occupied nearly 
three hours in continuation of the argument which 
he commenced yesteiday in support of the Missouri 
restriction, Mr. Barbour, of Virginia, followed, 
and spoke more than three hours jagainst the re- 
striction. When Mr. B. sat down, several gentle- 
men rose, but Mr. Gross, of New York, obtained the 
floor; on his motion the committee rese, and the 
house adjourned a little after 5 o’clock. 
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CHRONICLE. 

Maine. It appears that by the act of the state of 
Massachusetts for the separation of Maine, all the 
proceedings had on this subject will be null and 
void, unless Maine is admitted into the union before 
the 4thof March next:—hence a petition has been 
preferred to the legislature of Massachusetts, by the 
councillors, senators and representatives residing 
in the district of Maine, requesting that the 
provisions of the act may be extended as to time. 
They disclaim an intention to censure the nati- 
onal government, yet express their “surprize”’ 
at the junctionof their case with that of Mis- 
souri, saying—“We have never understood that 
any objection existed to the admission of Maine to 
all the privileges of the federal union. But with 
respect to the territory of Missouri, with which, by 
this unusual proceeding, we are so unexpectedly 
connected, it cannot be unknown to the members 
of your honorable body, that a difference of opinion 
prevails in the national legislature, with regard to 
the right or expediency of imposing certain re- 
strictions, as conditions of her admission into the 
union. In thiscontroversy we have no peculiar in- 
terest. It no more concerns Maine than any other 
part of the nation: and yet, while tke question re- 
specting Missouri, continues unsettled, our appli- 
cation remains in suspense. In this state it is fear- 
ed ic will continue until the 3d of March is passed.” 

Saying, however, that they feel an entire con- 
fidence that Maine will be admitted during the ses- 
sion. We hope that the legislature of Massachu- 
setts willextend the time as requested; but think it 
very doubtful, if the house of representatives of the 
United -tates should differ from the senate on the 
principle of restricting Missouri, whether the lat- 
ter will recede from the singular ground it has 








taken. 








